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objection can be raised to such an estoppel where the circumstances of 
application are the result of one's own deliberation, and that the giving 
of an irrevocable effect to such an instrument is not unconstitutional. Ins. 
Co. v. Daggs, 172 U. S. 557. See Cooky, Consti. Lim. (5th Ed.) 453. 

Constitutional Law — Hours of Labor — Validity. — People v. Lochner, 
76 N. Y. Supp. 396. — Held, a law providing thjat no employee shall be 
required or permitted to work in a bakery more than 60 hours a week, or 
more than 10 hours in one day, unless for the purpose of making a shorter 
work day on the last day of the week, is a valid police regulation not in 
conflict with U. S. Const., art. 14, sec. 1, providing that no State shall make 
or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of 
the citizens of the U. S. 

It has been held that the legislature might prohibit railroads from 
permitting or requiring workmen who have worked twenty-four hours to 
go on duty again until they have had eight hours rest. People v. Phyfe, 136 
N. Y. 554. A Utah statute which limited the hours of labor in mines was 
held constitutional in Holden v. Hardy, 169 U. S. 366, Brewer and Peckham, 
J J., dissenting. In the latter case the only purpose of the statute was to 
protect the employee, while in the principal case the health of the general 
public is an additional object. 

Constitutional Law — Liberty of Contract. — State v. Kreutzberg, 00 
N. W. 1098 (Wis.). — Rev. St. 1898, sees. 4466 b., Amended Laws 1899, c. 
332 of Wis., provided that no person shall discharge an employee because 
of his membership in a labor organization. Held, void as an unconstitutional 
restraint on individual freedom. 

Statutes almost identical with this were held void in State v. Julon, 
129 Mo. 163, and Gillespie v. People, 188 111. 176. Limitations of liberty of 
contract have sometimes been upheld as containing an element of bona fide 
police regulations to promote the public health, welfare, comfort or safety, 
as in Holden v. Hardy, 169 U. S. 366 (limiting hours of labor in mines) ; 
Hancock v. Yaden, 121 Ind. 366 (forbidding payment in orders, as within 
governmental power to regulate currency) ; State v. Wilson, 7 Kan. App. 
428 (forbidding the screening of coal before weighing, on grounds of govern- 
mental control of weights and measures). But other courts have failed to 
find the elements of valid police regulations in those provisions, in Braceville 
Coal Co. v. People, 147 111. 66; State v. Hann, 61 Kan. 146; and Ramsey v. 
People, 142 III. 380, respectively, and in general the authorities are in serious 
conflict. 

Contracts for Future Delivery — Void if Quantity Indeterminable.— 
Cold Blast Transp. Co. v. Kansas City Bolt & Nut Co., 114 Fed. yy. — 
Plaintiff alleged a contract by which the defendant agreed to deliver, during 
six months, certain materials at stated prices, the quantity to be taken not 
being specified. Held, void for want of mutuality. 

This case is similar to Crane v. C. Crane & Co., 105 Fed. 869, where an 
agreement by a wholesale dealer to supply a retailer during a certain time, 
at stated prices, with so much of a commodity as the purchaser might require 
for his trade, which left it practically optional with the purchaser to increase 
or diminish his orders, with the rise or fall of prices, was held void for 
want of mutuality. These agreements are to be distinguished from accepted 
offers to deliver such articles as shall be needed, required, or consumed by 
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an established business during a specified time where there is the implied 
agreement that the buyer will purchase all the articles needed of the person 
whose offer he has accepted. Wells v. Alexander, 130 N. Y. 642; Lumber 
Co. v. Coal Co., 31 L. R. A. 529. 

Controversy Between States — Jurisdiction — Diversion of Water. — 
Kansas v. Colorado, 22 Sup. Ct. Rep. 552. — Held, the Supreme Court of the 
United States has original jurisdiction of a controversy between States. 
The question raised in this case was whether Colorado had the right to 
wholly deprive Kansas of the benefit of the water of the Arkansas river, 
which rises in Colorado and flows into and through Kansas. 

This case brings to mind the many attempts which have been made to 
organize tribunals having cognizance of disputes between sovereign states, 
all of which have failed through lack of power to enforce the decrees. The 
States of the Union are sovereignties, and under the rules of international 
law might settle disputes by treaty or an appeal to force, had not these 
attributes of sovereignty been surrendered to the general government. In Rhode 
Island v. Massachusetts, 12 Pet. 726, 9 L. Ed. 1261, it was held that a com- 
plaining State being bound by the prohibitions of the constitution to neither 
treat, agree or fight with its adversary, without the consent of Congress, a 
resort to the judicial power was the only means left for legally adjusting a 
dispute between States relating to a controverted boundary. Colorado 
claimed also that Kansas was seeking to maintain this action for the redress 
of supposed wrongs of certain private citizens of that State, and that it was 
not empowered to bring an action in this court for such purpose. The court 
however, followed the case of Missouri v. Illinois, 180 U. S. 208, 21 Sup. Ct. 
Rep. 331, where it was ruled that the mere fact that a state had no pecuniary 
interest in the controversy would not defeat the jurisdiction of this court. 
It might be envoked by the State as parens patriae, trustee, guardian, or 
representative of all or of a considerable portion of its citizens. 

Damages — Nervous Prostration Resulting from Fright — Trespass as 
Proximate Cause — Right of Recovery. — Watson v. Dilts, 89 N. W. 1068 
(Iowa). — Defendant wrongfully entered plaintiff's house in night time, 
thereby frightening, plaintiff, a woman, and causing nervous prostration 
and physical disability. Held, to constitute a good cause of action. 

The decisions are practically unanimous that fright alone, caused by an 
act of negligence, is not ground for damages ; Victorian R. Com'r's v. Coultas, 
L. R. 13 App. Cases 222; Mitchell v. Rochester R. R. Co., 151 N. Y. 107; 
nor, by weight of authority, does consequent physical disability affect the 
legal status of complainant; Ewing v. Pittsburg R. R. Co., 147 Pa. 40, 14 
L. R. A. 66 and note; although the justice of this conclusion is denied by 
text writers. Watson, Personal Injuries, sees. 396-402; Sedgwick, Damages, 
8th ed., sees. 46, 47, 861 ; Beaven, Negligence, sec. 77 et seq. Many of 
the courts base their decision on the rule of convenience. Spade v. Lynn 
R. R. Co., 168 Mass. 285. The same position — ah convenienti — is taken by 
the courts in regard to mental anguish in the so-called "telegraph" cases. 
W. U. Tel. Co. v. Ferguson, 157 Ind. 64. Other courts emphasize the absence 
of proximate cause. Braun v. Craven, 175 111. 40. In the principal case, 
the court, while recognizing the attitude of the law, lays weight upon the 
wilful trespass as a proximate cause to justify its conclusion. Although 



